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¥HE PACIFIC COMMFRCIAL ADVERTIRER., HONOLULU.
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1, 1808.

Beautiful
lLaces and
Embroider-
ies This

T LACE
AT T C OUNTER:

Our store has always been the headquarters for laces and trim-

' all kinds. This stock surpasses anything we have yet han-

mings of * ' s
! dled. See the handsome display in our window. You will find the

prices as well as the goods un usually attractive.
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: FIRE ~» [VIARINE
INSURANCE

NORTH GERMAN FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY.
TRANSATLANTIC FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY.
SVEA FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY.

THE TOKIO MARINE INSURANCE COMPANY, LTD.

Marine Insurance covered to all parts of the World on OPEN
POLICIES underwritten by FORTY COMPANIES.

H. HACKFELD & CO.,

=IMITED.
AGENTS, Honolulu and Hilo.
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ORIENTAL BAZAAR

We have on display this week a fine line of

Light Weight Pongee Silks

Also a complete line of other silks for the season.

for Summer wear.
Waity Building, King Street opposite Advertiser Office.

Phone White 2746.
-
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21 HOUSES IN 12 MONTHS, $

OB ONE HOUSE EVERY 17 DAYS, 9 HOURS, 8 MIN-
UTES, 34 SECONDS, and FOUR OTHER HOUSES
UNDER WAY, EMBRACING AN
OUTLAY OF $50,000.00.

This is what W. M. Campbell has done, in spite of the
hard times and the prejudice of other builders. Mr. Campbell
will build you a beautiful house on a magnificent lot in the
most desirable location in Honolulu for $3,000.00, a better
house than any other builder in town will build for the same
money, without the lot.

Call and see W. M. Campbell to verify these statements
and further particulars, if you wish a home on the most rea-
sonable terms.

Office 1634, Young St.

bobodadapabos

Phone White 2111,

Goo Kirn. DRY and FANCY 60ODS
REMOVED TO PERRY BLOCK, . . . .
: « « « . Corner Hotel and Nuuanu Streets.
Lo NEW STORE, NEW GOODS,

& B® B B ynd everything just as représented * H * #

His appetite, by no means light

Finds in his meals a keen delight

The cause is plainly now made clear
When we tell you he drinks Primo beer.

PRINMO LAGER

Has that flavor which delights, that sparkle which invites and that
“arity which makes physiclans recommend it as a great health builder.

All dealers eell it.

Fred l?hllp & Bro.
Reliable and up-to-dste

& Harness Makers.

P. O. Box 133.

Phone Maiw 90.
Waverly Rlk., Rechet Nt,

(

|\

X YAMATOYA'S
Grand Reduction Sale

For "Twweo RN eelrs
From June 27th to July 11th

Every Article Wil Be Sold
at Reduoced FPrice

1044 Nuuanu St bet. Hotel and King

SECRETS
LAID BARE

More Light Cast
Upon Sumner
Cases.

Sidelight on Visit of
Federal Senate
Commission.

Magoon Stands by His Testimony
in Chief—Highton Reveals the
“Firm’s”” Connections,

On the resumption of the disbar-
ment proceedings against Humphreys
and Thompson, before the Supreme
Court yesterday morning, Mr. Thomp-
son took up the cross-examination of
Mr. Magoon where Mr. Humpareys had
This

was taken as regular then, but Attor-

rested the previous afternoon.

ney General Andrews appealed to prac-
tice Iate in the day against too much
of counsel in that line,

It was when i—lumphre)‘s and Thomp-
son had seemingly exhausted their in-
quisitorial] acumen and memeoranda up-
on Mr. Highton, and the court had tak-
en 4 hand itself in bringing out points,
that John W. Cathcart suddenly inter-

jected an interrogatory to the witness,

TOO MANY INQUISITORS.
Mr. Andrews asked for whom the
questioner appeared and when Mr.

Thompson said he had asked to have

Mr. for
the respondents, the Attorney General

Catheart entered of counsel

ohjected to associate counsel’s contin-
uing the cross-examination. He sald
the usual practice was for but one at-
torney on a side to cross-examine one
witness.

Mr. Thompson apparently submitted
to the objection by repeating Mr. Cath-
cart’s question for him, but associate
counsel came up again with the ques-
tion:

“Who is the Mr. Catheart to whom
you referred in your evidence?"

Mr. Andrews laughingly said it would
be admitted by the prosecution that it
was not John W. Catheart, Esq., the
former Deputy Attorney General.

MAGOON'S EVIDENCE.

Mr. Magoon was questioned minute-
1y on Ithe conference in his office over
the settlement. The first he knew of
any compromise was when Thompson
came to his office with Sumner, Wally
Davis, Geo. A. Davis and others,
Thompson would not accept less than
$20,000 for the Ellises, and Wally Davis
would not consent to more than $10,000,
Thompson objected to Wally Davis's
presence, as it was a conference of at-
forneys. Wally Davis informed wit-
ness the $30,000 was a bluff and that
the Ellis side would accept §12,000.
Witness had no authority to compro-
mise at that time, but afterward un-
derstcod that Sumner was willing to
give $10,000, He remembered the in-
sanity suit, when G. A. Davis sent for
him and he telephoned Humphreys to

criminal; there was a man with whom
he OTl most terms, did
not want to think his proposition was
bhlackmalil;
it was highly improper.

Mr. questioned on his
direct testimony as to the blanket trust
deed of Sumner to Wally Davis, but
nothing inconsistent therawith was
elicited. When this deed was
cuted, he released Sumner’'s power of

was intimate

from standpoint of witness

Magoon was

exe-

HUMPHREYS WAGERS GOLD.

fice room in Magoon's and works for

and offered to wager them against a

case against Sumper; Humphreys was

very serious about it, and said

to the Federal Supreme Court on the
ground that Chief Justice
Justice Perry were disqualified.
HANDWRITING OF HUMPHREYS.
Miss Clark., formerly stenographer
for Humphreys, Thompson & Watson,
identified various documents as hav-
ing been typewritten by her; the
swer in the guardianship suit was not
dictated but given her in the hand-
writing of Humphreys; told by
Humphreys to make excuses (o Mr.
Highton If he came to have typewrit-

an-

was

attorney to himself., He did not re-
cord the trust deed, not deeming it
necessary.

Attorney J. Lightfoot, who has ot-i

him, testified to a conversation with
Humphreys in the Law Library one'
night. Humphreys drew from his

pocket “a jarge number of gold pieces” |
smal'er amount that he would win the | g
he |

wonld appeal from the Hawailan Su--r .
preme Court, if it decided adversely,’

Frear and '@

- ———

ing done, as she was not employed by

no outside typewriting; did work for

for:" also for E. 8. Gill, for which she
wias never paid.
AFTERNOON SESSION.
Henry Highton, attorney, was on the
the

Attorney
for

throughout after-
the

overtures

witness stand
noon. Examined by
General, he told of the
compromise that were opposed by him.
It was after the railway ¢dse was sSct-
tled; terms were Magoon and Davis !
to get $5000; into
details in questions) all

thres cases settled at once; I was not

were (witness wen.

answer Lo

him; did not understand she was to do | #

Senator Foster, which “he kindly pn'ull 5y

in favor of settlement; negotiations in
behalf of Sumner
Thompson;
was paid by railroad
“Whose money was pald?”
Mr.
Court had decided whose money it was,

were conducted by
2110000

company.

1

under settlement

Thompson objects—the Supreme

PARTIES WERE FRIENIDWLY.
gquestion of
money was paid. Witness rrAp(-nted!
the familiar details of the distribution
of the money the payments
were to the of John K.
Sumner; could not remember any con-

versation in which Humphreys raised

Court “svhat'

sSLgirests

and said

made order

a question as to Sumner's ownership of
the money; many conversa-
tions, didn't think there was any par-
ticular discussion on that question; all
seemed friendly—Sumner, Mrs, . Davis,
Mrs. Buffandeau, (Identifies let-
terg showing his of set-

had so

ete,

disapproval

denial of Sum-
he pleased with'
the $110,000 from the railway t‘:umpany.:.
but expressing assent to a I\i'npnse-d:

voluntary agreement Sumner

tlement Inveolving a

ner's right to do as

between

and the Ellises as later carried out— |
i

formal letter from himself to
- . 1

and the Ellises and another

Reason witress

one a
Sumner
their formal reply.)
mentioned as a matter of course in his
letter the proposed payments to the
Ellises was that Sumner had told him'
oveér and over again N&t he intended
to give them $10,000 apiece; Jhe had
consulted Thompsda as
representing Sumpxer.
HIS FIRST ENGAGEMENT.

Cross-examiled by Mr. Humphreys,

occasionalls-

ask if it would embarrass him if he
(witness) took the other side; didn't
know then which case it waa; made no
attack then against Humphreys, but
Humphreys indulged in a tirade a-
gainst him which the judge wouldn't
Stop.
Th TIRADE STICKS.

The court declined to sustaip Mr.
Thompson’s objection to striks out the |
about the tirade by Hum-
Later the court susfained An-
drews in objecting to testiffony as to
names on affidavits of S_llrner's sani-
ty.

testimony
phreys.

RELUCTANCE IN DENOUNCING.!
Witnesg had singled out % name of
Ellis the

his mind;

on becane it was
in did G A1
Davis to put Sumner under fiardian-
ship and later appeared to déend him|
in did mnot olect to
Thompson appearing in the Bﬂ.} for a

affidavit

appear Wi

another suit;

new Ropert vs, Sumnerigs ne
didn't

Sumner;

trusiee,
think he

when

had been
h"‘ ﬁ:"l
against Humphréeys and moved to gy al

attorny: for)
- |
affig vits |

stricken as counsel fronghe

the proposal of Humphreys, as it

a bluff, holdup, an

’I nothing being improper anless it was'

) present

was

i |
outrags; saw nnth-[ shl papers: to my room and I

witness relaced what he sald was the' and himself a few j,—e\;;,_rs ago, but could

gist of an nterview with Judge Hum- |
phreys at his chambers, when_the lat-
ter whie still on the bench had sent
for im and put him in the way of 3n$
ergagement by the Ellizes: Humphreys{
while on the bench never discussed the
chAse with-him; had looked over datc—s'
the other day and was still puzzled
about what took place, and who were
in his room in
building when matterg between Sumner
and the Ellises were discussed.

Mr, Humphreyvs here
score or more

1
the Boston

off a
without
pause for answersd, at the conclusion '
of the series askiug if with his mr:-m-_'
ory thus refreshed he could recal the
at the time
He thought
behalf they suggested
price the railway should pay; (identi-
fies a letter he wrote to Hateh & Sil-
liman, for
“Now I do remember some things,”") |

CATHCART SKINNED

reeled
of questions

1
and place
Sumner's

the

negotiations

mentioned, on

21060000 as

attorneys railway, S:-}‘il]l_’.’,.ll

Remember Catheart was there and

his name that you gave him a rather stiff dress-
records, he was ready Jor trial wd| ing down abrut proposition to give
wanted to have night sessions Lt! him trust deed and $5 2 month; you
the eourt was not willing; Judse |l gave him a good skinning; put him
Bolt asked him to withdraw the M| gown and set him down pretty hard;
tion. not with the alternative of g80in§ vou broke up that agreement with
to immediate trial, but because it would ~atheart « omplately: think you sail
delay the case; did say he would note., would advise vour client, Wm. S.
have charged Sumner 23000 for thelmus against the proposed Catheart
compromise; received 32500 fee in -“'3'.: »al; am positive that at that time
ria S. Davis case, and Ggo. A. Davis 8,000 had ratified the agreement to
was to get $5000: he wouldR't think of | plv van o fee of $2500 as attorns v for

Hlises - Sgmner brought guardian-

took

ing eriminal in it: did not ¥now about; the (4 your office.

M. Humphreys asked another string

A Few Leaders

AT OUR .TEMPORARY PREMISES
THIS WEEK.

LADIES LONG CLOTH, 12 yard pieces, $1.50 $1.75.

NEW LINEN TABLE DAMASK, excelient value at 75C.
$1.00 $1.25.

FRENCH CHALLIES, EXCLUSIVE DESIGNS, worth
75C., our price 50c.

BIG VALUE LADIES WHITE UNDER SKIRTS, $1.25,

S1.75, 92.25, 33.25, 93.75-

Ay PSS,

SHEETING AND PILLOW COTTONS at prices not to be
equal ed.

Special Purchase
Boys’ Ready Made Clothing

FAST COLOR ENGLISH SERGE, Double Breasted Sac
Suits, Sizes 8 to 13, $3.7s.

DARK TWEED NEAT PATTERNS, Double Breasted Sac
Suits, sizes 8 to 13, $4.00.

NEAT, STYLISH NEW STRIPES, Double Breasted Sac
Suits,, sizes 8 to 13, $4.00.

THESE GOODS WELL WORTH 50 PER CENT MORE
MONEY.

Shoe Department
$3.50

Men's Box Calf Blucher,
Soles and Heels.
Just the right shoe for every day wear.

Cannot ,be duplicated for less than
$5.00 elsewhere.

Extension

Ladies’ Fine French Kid Lace Boot,

Extension Heels, Hand Turned
Soles, $4.50, elsewhere sold for
$6.50.

Misses Kid Lace Boot at $1.75, sold
elsewhere for $2.50.

WE HAVE AN UP-TO-DATE STOCK OF ALL KINDS
SHOES FOR MEN, WOMEN, MISSES ’
AND CHILDREN.

CALL ON US FIRST, AND BE CONVINCED THAT
OCUR STATEMENTS ARE CORRECT.

MONEY SAVERS.

L. B. KERR & CO., LTD.

TEMPORARY PREMISES
FORT AND QUEEN STREETS

—

e

AMERICAN AND JAPANESE |

Fancy Goodf

-

or in the reserves?
NEVER ANY DOUBT
Mr. Highton in reply made
phatic statement to the effect*
never regarded Mr, Thompson
other lignt than as representip
ner in cooperation with witnes
Attorney General Andrews s

line

Fine line of Gents’ Furnishing Goods at 22 Hotel street, 5 .
HATS! HATS!! HATS!!! At 28 Hotel street. .

. b}

-'\

if gquestions, among others if he hadi Mr. Thompson—"Was [ in t} "

‘.l

l

not told him Sumner had
greetings by Humphreys on the street|
angrily, sayving, “You and Willie Ellis'
broke my deed to Cathcart,” and if he
had not told witness that, on account
of Sumner's hostility and of being at-
torney for the Ellises, he (Humphreys)
b0 d0 ‘with ‘Bume to a question as to why wib
not get a release from the K
ner or his affairs, but would consent 10 gumner. Mr. Thompson “_.r'
have Thompson assist him. sisted on the relevancy of th
2 - ALL SUMNER. tion, as one of the principal

.. against Humphreys and hims
Witness remembered counsel telling that they neglected te obtain
him of some. tronble between Sumner lease. After respondents wer
: ed to retire for consultati

. Thompson began the previous
. . % *hi = : : -
not recollect his saying “hat he would ., ss.examination with the

have nothing to do with Sumnes: . Part of whom he did represent at
of 8500 retainer of the Ellises to wit- tlement. ¥
ness was made up by Mr. Buffandeau, | X PROTECTION TO ALl '
but mainly paid by Sumner; Hum- Witness answered that he -

o reprws=ent William Ellis, John
- , 1 in office of wit- . '
phreys was not present Q nf Mrs. Buffandeau, as he belie

ness when settlement was made; did 5,5, K. Sumner was @of®
remember if Catheart was there,! control of the money.

answered {

could have nothing

not 4

only knew he got $1000: actual dis-|the Ellises and Sumner holding

tribution of money was not made in r{""'t,l—v friendly relations, with Su N .
; " hi lette ¢ desirous of making pavments to g ’

his office; reference in his letter Y| Ellises, he considered that they (the |

' : . : | A .
Humphreys' being more particularly| attorneys) were in duty bound to oo
attorney for the Ellises was made in after the interests of all of them,
accordance with the former Fug-,_.-—»sliu*ﬂ His original contract with Sumner |

: : oy yas In connection with the suit of the ,
w H OVE: W »88 then regarded » ! >
by Humphreys; witness O. B. & 1. Co.; it was for that he re-; &4
the objective : 3

it as all one litigation, ,ceived his fee, and he feit it his dusy'

point bging Sumner, i _ | to appear for Sumner in the other cafes &8
Mr. Humphreys offers in “‘]'].h!" € as they arose, for which he made Ng

Highton's letter to Hatch & Silliman charge.

and this firm's reply, which declined

THOUGHT IT BLACKMAIL, ¥
Thought he did advise againet g Seis
! tlement with Maria S. Davis, and thaf

while a
force.

for compromise
injunction was in

negotiations
tempoOrary

THOMPSON ALWAYS CONSULTED. he considered it a case of blackmail.
To Mr. Thompson—I drew all the pa- and that his forty-five years of .e$
pers in both the cases (railway and perience made him oppose the © %
guardianship); think typewriting was promising of cases that had no mé 5
! done in the Stangenwald building, per- He believed if the railway's sult- 5
haps some of it in the office of Hum- not been settled it would have L -
phreys, Thompson & Watson, (Relates beaten, Couldn't e v well have t kB
nroceedings before Judge Gear, who Willle Ellis and Mrs., Buffandean IR .
transferred case to Judge Robinsgon.) office that he considered Sumner's ¥
You (Thompson) were not in it before a part of the deed of r,-l‘-g( .
Gear iTells of Robinzon throwing up Witness did not rs rna-!li}u;r Soud
the case, and De Bolt taking it up.) would not darken rieo. A. Davis's ik
Sometimes you were not there and considered Sumner as Sane o AP ¥
ametimmes 1 was not there: quite ”k"}_'\' thers was In fown. : “ man_—"‘
[ g0 out to the light well {on an occa- To Justice Perry-Don't remoml
sfon mentioned by ecounsel), and ask distinctiv if T wrote gl of the pfdndﬁ"
Villie ENis where you were; would in the guardianshipSuit; think I
‘ertalnly have done so if you had not but showed the pafrs 1o Mr. Th
heen ther LoD has been mg hakit to show
Mr. Thompson (showing diary of wit- portant papers f O0OUDka)] g- e
ness)—""What do you meéean by sayving, with me, L,
*After =nome =kirmishing the case was It was here 2t Attarnes ¢ V :
eontinned to 1:30 p. m.' 2" made an actlF 2PPearan {;L :‘cl,}'n <
M. Highton—"*"Well. it would be reported. b Ak i
hard to describe the skirmishing in At 4 ocldd the court ad joul
that case?” until 10 o¢©= this morning. [ )ﬂ




